






































































































































































The Minnesota Legislature of ~ 9 1 9  89 

ago when they controlled the legislature about as  completely 
as they do n o t  control it  now. 

One of the earliest measures of the session was a joint 
resolution for the ratificatien of the "federal dry amend- 
ment" introduced into the House by J. 0. Haugland of Monte- 
video. 

Tuesday, January 16, the temperance committee of the 
Senate brought in a joint resolution ratifying this amendment 
and Mr. Peterson moved to suspend the rules and put the 
resolution on its final passage. 

Only eight senators voted against suspending the rules 
and one of these voted later to pass the resolution. 

There was no debate, and on roll call the Senate voted 
48 to 11 to pass the resolution and ratify the federal amend- 
ment. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Adams, Fowler, Larson, Reed, 
Anderson, Gandrud, . Lee, Ribenack, 
Baldwin, Gillam, McGarry, Rockne, 
Benson, Gjerset, Madigan, Sageng, 
Bessette, Guilford, Millett, Schmechel, 
Blomgren, Hall, Naplin, Stepan, 
Carlev. Hamer. Nolan. Swanson. 
cashel; Hegnes, Nord, Vibert, 
Cliff, HOPP, Orr, Ward, 
Cumminrr. Tackson. Peterson. , Widell, 
~ e n e ~ r e r '  Johnson, Putnam, Wilcox, 
Erickson, Kingsbury, Rask, Wold, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Bonniwell, Devold, Kuntz, Sullivan, 
Brooks, Dwyer, Loonam, Van Hoven. 
Callahan, Handlan, Romberg, 

Senators Weis and Wallace had died since the opening 
of the session. Senators Goodin,g and L i n d s l e ~  were absent 
on sick leave; and the following did not vote: Boylan, Con- 
roy, Palmer and Turnham. Boylan says he would have voted 
"No." All the others were supposed to favor the resolution. 

T h e  House was in session and ready to pass the reso- 
lution, but it  was delayed and the House adjourned, there 
being no more business a t  the Speakers' desk. 

This  was a great disappointment to  the temperance 
people who had hoped that  Minnesota would ratify soon 
enough to be one of the necessary 36 to make the amend- 
ment effective. 

Before the next morning 39 states had ratified, making 
Minnesota the fortieth to  declare for national prohibition. 

When this resolution came up in the House January 
17th there was very little discussion. T h e  representatives 
of the liquor interests were very few in number, most of 
those voting against the resolution coming from wet dis- 
tricts and thus representing their constituents. 

The  resolution was passed 92 to 36, as follows: 
Those who voted in the affirmative were: 

.4dams, Baxter, Berve, Brophey, 
Anderson, Bendixen, Boyd, Burrows, 
Arneson, Bernard, Briggs, Carlson, 
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Christianson,T., Harrison, 
Corning, Haugland, 
Cullum, Herried, 
Curtis, Hinds, 
Darby, Hitchcock, 
Day, Hodapp, 
Dorweiler, Holmquist, 
Emmons, Hompe, 
Enger, Howard, 
Enstrom, Hulbert, 
Erickson, Iverson, 

/ Fawcett, Jacobson, 
' Frisch, Johnson, 

Galewski, Kelly, 
Gill, Kingsley, 
Gislason, C. M., Lagersen, 
Gislason, J. B., Lee, 
Goodspeed, Lenoard, 
Grant, McGrath, 
Green, H. M., McPartlin, 
Hale, Moen, 

Murphy, Sluke, 
Nelson, C. N., Smith, 

elson, J.M., Solem, 
{euman. Sortedahl. 
~ o r d g r e h ,  
Norton, 
Oberg, 
Olson, 
Oren, 
Parker, 
Pedersen, 
Prince, 
Putnam, 
Rako, 
Ross, 
Schaleben, 
Serline, 
Shanks, 
Shirley, 
Skaiem, 
Sliter, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Arens, Greene, T. J., Miner, . 
Bouck, Hammer, Nett, 
Burdorf, Lang, Nordlin, 
Chirhart, Lennon, A. L., Pattison, 
Christensen,A., Lennon, J. G., Perry. 
Dilley, Long, Pittenger, 
Flahaven, McGivern, Praxel, 
Girling. McLaughlin, Rodenberg, 
Gleason, Manske, Ryan, 

Strand, 
Sudheimer, 
Swanson, J.. 
Swanson,S. J., 
Swenson,O.A., 
Teigen, 
Thorkelson, 
Trowbridge, 
Urness, 
Warner. 
Wicker, 
Wicklund, 
Wilkinson. 
Mr. speak&. 

Scherf, 
Seigel, 
Spelbrink, 
Stahlke. 
Swensen, E., 
Waters, 
Welch, 
West. 

DeLury, Levin and Nimocks had been excused. Nimocks 
is wet, the other two dry. 

Mr. Johnson voted "no" by mistake, and was later given 
permission to. have the records show that he intended to 
vote "yes." 

There were a few surprises. 
Many Minneapolis drys claimed that John G. Lennon 

had promised to vote for ratification. 

THE DRY ZONE BILL. 
Red Lake county voted wet under county option. 

5' I t  was the only wet territory in all northwestern Min- 
nesota. 

I t  became the Mecca of all the thirsty from many miles 
around and was, as a consequence, a breeding place for 
crimes and accidents and all iniquities. 

During the war the sale of liquor had been prohibited 
there by the Safety Commission; but after the armistice was 
signed and the legislature had met, the Safety Commission 
rescinded that prohibitive order along with many others and 
turned the whole matter over to the law makers. 

Senator Gumming of Polk, Naplin of Pennington and 
Peterson of Clay tried to secure the passage of a bill cre- 



The il/li~mesota Legislature of I919 91 - 

ating a dry zone of fifty miles around any Indian reservation, 
the object being to prevent the sale of liquor in Red Lake 
county, which is within fifty miles of the Red Lake Indian 
Reservation. 

T h e  following members of the temperance committee 
signed the report fo r  indefinite postponement: J. C. Blofll- 
gren, Fred D. Vibert, E. R. Bibenack, Frank L. Romberg 
and Peter Van Hoven. 

Iver J. Lee and F. H. Peterson brought in a minority 
report favoring passage. 

After considerable discussion in which J. D. Sullivan, 
Putnam and others spoke a t  length against the bill and 
Peterson, Cumming, Sageng, Hamer and Swanson for it, 
the bill was defated, 23 for, 40 against. 

Those who voted for the bill were: 
Benson, Hall, Larson, Peterson, 
Cliff, Harrier, Lee,. Sageng, 
Coleman. Hegnes, Madigan, Swanson, 
Cumming, Jackson, Naplin, Turnham, 
Gandrud, Johnson, Nolan, Wold. 
Guilford, Kingsbury, Palmer, 

Those who voted against the bill were: 
Adams, Cashel, HOPP, Ribenack, 
Anderson, Conroy, Kuntz, Rockne, 
Baldwin, Cosgrove, Loonam, Romberg, 
Bessette, Denegre, McGarry, Schmechel, 
Rlomgren, Devold, Millett, Stepan, 
Bonniwell, Erickson, Nord, Sullivan,G.H., 
Boylan, Fowler, Orr,  Sullivan, J.D., 
Brooks, Gillam, Putaam, Van Hoven, 
Callahan, Gjerset, Rask, Vibert, 
Carley, Handlan, Reed, Widell, 

The following were absent and not voting: Dwyer, Good- 
ing, Lindsley and Ward. Ward and Gooding were sick. 

TO ENFORCE THE FEDERAL DRY AMENDMENT. 

Representatives Putnam and Moen introduced a bill to  
make the federal dry amendment effective. 

This bill prohisbited all beverages above one-half of one 
per cent alcohol. 

When the bill came up for final passage in the House 
March 14th, Pattison of St. Cloud and Briggs of Pipestone 
offered an amendment allowing beverages of not more than 
two per cent of alcohol by weight a t  60 degrees Fahrenheit. 

This amendment was debated for nearly three hours. 
Pattison contended that Canada permits the sale of two 

per cent beer, Norway 2% per cent, Sweden 3 .per cent, 
Denmark 2% per cent, and declared that  if people cannot get  
drinks like this they will brew heavier drinks a t  home. 

Then, in order to suppress such drinking, the authorities 
would have to raid our homes; and no American community 
would tolerate inquisition into their home affairs. 

Corning opposed the amendment. "It simply means the 
resurrection of John Barleycorn. A person can get just as 
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drunk on 2 per cent beer as  on 4 per cent o r  more. All he 
needs to do is to  drink more of it." - 

Parker declared this bill with its one-half of one per cent 
limitation is in the interest of the young. T h e  old to'per 
would have hard work to get drunk on 2 per cent beer, but 
not so the boy. 

Leonard pleaded for a market for the farmers' barley 
and Teigen replied by saying that he could make more by 
feeding the barley to  his hogs and cattle. 

A unique defense for 2 per cent beer was made by Rep- 
resentative 0. E. Hammer, Stewartville, veteran wet. 

H e  asserted he would vote for  the amendment on "broad, 
moral grounds for the uplift of humanity." 

Bone-dry prohibition encourages illicit manufactures of 
intoxicating liquors, and would increase the number of moon- 
shiners, bootleggers and other lawbreakers," he said. "No 
woman or  child can get  intoxicated on the 2'per cent alcohol 
beverage." 

Serline showed that 2 per cent by weight meant con- 
siderably more than 2 per cent by volume as alcohol is lighter 
than water. 

Christianson raised another objection. 
"Enforcement is the heart of this question. You find 

people who are drunk-you must then find where they got 
their liquor. If you legalize the sale of 2 per cent beer it 
will be impossible to  enforce the law." 

Moen answered Hammer by saying that the past had 
proved that it  is harder to enforce laws regulating the traffic; 
and if you permit the sale of 2 per cent beer you will have 
the saloons and you must regulate them. 

"The national government draws the line a t  one-half of 
one per cent. Le t  us conform. Perhaps the gentleman from 
Olmstead could not get  drunk on 2 per cent beer, but our 
boys could. 

Neuman declared that the people would vote for 2 per 
cent beer. 

A. L. Lennon made a plea in 'behalf of the laborers who 
will be thrown out of their iobs if we close all the breweries. 
They oppose prohibition. They  favor this amendment: 

McPartlin made a long and eloquent speech in favor of 
the amendment, recounting his experience as  a prosecuting 
officer trying to clean out  blind pigs in dry territory. Don't 
leave it  t? the home brewers. They generate a more dan- 
gerous poison. T w o  per cent beer is safe in Canada; why 
not here? 

Putnam raised a laugh by his brief but pointed speech. 
"I am a farmer. I raise barley. I also raise hogs and 

cattle. I have raised some boys. I feed barley to the hogs 
and cattle, and give the boys better food than can be made 
from barley. I am proud of my hogs and cattle and I a m  
also proud of my 'boys. The  Dairy and Food department 
tells us that all near beer now sold contains less than one- 
half of one per cent alcohol." 

Iverson demanded the previous question but  was voted 
down, 50 to 49. 
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Norton then took the floor and made a thoro summary 
of the whole argument against the amendment to let in 2 
per cent beer. H e  declared this would throw the door wide 
open again all over the state, re-establish the saloon, and 
bring back all the evils of brewers and liquor sellers in 
politics. 

When the vote was taken the amendment was lost, 55 
to 72. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Arens, 
Bouck, 
Boyd, 
Briggs, 
Burdorf, 
Burrows, 
Chirhart, 
Christensen 
Dilley, 
Flahaven, 
Frisch, 
Galewski, 
Gill, 

. Girling, 

Gleason, 
Greene, T. J., 
Hammer, 
Hinds, 
Hitchcock, 
Hodapp, 
Johnson, 

,A., L n g ,  
Lennon, A. L., 
Lennon, J. G., 
Leonard, 
Long, 
McGlvern, 
McGrath, 

McLaughlin, 
McPartlin, 
Miner, 
Murphy, 
Nett, 
Neuman, 
Nimocks, 
Nordlin, 
Pattison, 
Perry, 
Pittenger, 
Praxel, 
Prince, 
Rako, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Adams, Enstrom, Kelly, 
Anderson, Erickson, Kingsley, 
Arneson, Fawcett, Lagersen, 
Baxter, Gislason, C. M.,Lauderdale, 
Bendixen, Gislason, J. B., Levin, 
Bernard, Goodspeed, Manske, 
Berve, Grant, Moen, 
Brophey, Green, H.  M., Nelson, C. N., 
Carlson, Hale, Nelson, J. M., 
Christianson,T., Harrison, Nordgren, 
Corning, Kaugland, Norton, 
Curtis, Herreid, Oberg, 
Darby, Holmquist, Olson, 
Day, Hompe, Oren, 
DeLury, Howard, Parker, 
Dorweiler, Hulbert, {Pedersen, 
Emmons, Iverson, Putnam, 
Enger, Jacobson, Serline, 

Rodenberg, 
Ross. 
Ryan, 
Schaleben, 
Scherf, 
Siegel, 
Spel,brink, 
Stahlke, 
Swenson,O.A., 
Warner. 
Waters, 
Welch, 
West. 

Shanks, 
Shirley, 
Skaiem, 
Sluke, 
Smith, 
Solem, 
Sortedahl, 
Strand, 
Sudheimer, 
Swanson, J., 
Swanson,S.J., 
Teigen, 
Thorkelson, 
Trowbridge, 
Urness, 
Wicker, 
Wicklund, 
Wilkinson. 

Cullum, Lee and Sliter did not vote; excused. 
Girling tried to amend so that  the law should not go 

into force if the United States Supreme Court declared the 
federal dry amendment invalid, but failed, 50 to 72. 

Dilley wanted to refer the bill and all proposed amend- 
ments to the Judiciary committee but lost 49 to 71. 

Scherf tried to amend so as to  exempt flavoring extracts, 
soda water flavors, perfumes, toilet preparations and patent 
medicines, but was voted down by a large majority, v ~ v a  
voce. 

The  bill was then passed, 83 to 44. 
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Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Adams, Gill, Lauderdale, Shirley, 
.4nderson, Gislason, J. B., Levin, Skaiem, 
Arneson, Goodspeed, McGivern, Sluke, 
Baxter, Grant, Manske, Smith, 
Bendixen, Green, H.  M., Moen, Solem, 
Bernard, Hale, Nelson, C. N., Sortedahl, 
Berve, Harrison, Nelson, J. M., Strand, 
Brophey, Haugland, Nordgren, Sudheimer, 
Carlson, Herreid, Norton, Swanson, J., 
Christianson,T,Hinds, Oberg, Swanson,S. J., 
Corning, Hitchcock, Olson, Sw.enson,O.A., 
Curtis, H o ~ ~ P P , .  Oren, Telgen, 
Darby, Holmqulst, Parker, Thorkelson, 
Day, Hompe, Pedersen, Trowbridge, 
DeLury, Howard, Prince, Urness, 
Dorweiler, Hulbert, Putnam, . Warner, 
Emmons, Iverson, Rako, Wicker, 
Enger, Jacobson, Ross, Wicklund, 
Enstrom, Kelly, Schaleben, Wilkinsbn, 
Erickson, Kingsley, Serline, Mr. Speaker. 
Fawcett, Lagersen, Shanks, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Arens, Girling, McGrath, Pittenger, 
Bouck, Gislason, C. M.,McLaughlin, Praxel, 
Briggs, Gleason, McPartlin, Rodenberg, 
Burdorf, Greene, T. J., Miner, Ryan, 
Burrows. Hammer, Murphy, Scherf, 
Chirhart, Johnson, Nett, Siegel, 
Christensen,A., Lang, Neuman, Spelbrink, 
Dilley, Lennon,A. L., Nimocks, Stahlke, 
Flahaven, Lennon, J. G., Nordlin, Waters, 
Frisch, Leonard, Pattison, Welch, 
Galewski, Long, Perry, West. 

Cullum, Lee and Sliter were absent, excused; and Boyd 
did not vote. 

The temperance committee of the Senate amended this 
bill so as  to  protect the q a k e r s  of extracts, liniments, etc., 
and then voted 5 to  3 to  permit the sale of beer containing 
2 per cent of alcohol by weight, 2.54 per cent by bulk, a t  
wholesale and a t  retail by hotels and restaurants. 

Ribenack, Romberg, Van Hoven, ITi,bert and Ward 
favored the 2 per cent beer. Blomgren, Gooding, Lee and 
Peterson opposed. 

The whole matter came to a n  end Wednesday, April 4. 
First Carley moved to amend the 2 per cent beer pro- - 

vision so as  to prohibit all sales by either wholesalers o r  
retailers, leaving only the manufacturers who would be per- 
mitted to sell in amounts .not less than two gallons, and not 
to  be drunk on the premises. 

Carley explained that his object was to cut out all pos- 
sibility of blind pigs. 

The wets promptly accepted Carley's amendment. 
John D. Sullivan then made a long appeal to the Senate 
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to be fair and permit those who wanted beer in their homes 
to be able to get  it. 

H e  insisted that 2 per cent beer was not intoxicating, and 
read many opinions from experts to  prove his contention. 

Adams and Hall declared that this would allow the brew- 
ers to  establish agencies in every town and village; that they 
would violate the law and sell heavier drinks, and it would 
be impossible to convict. 

Peterson answered Sullivarl by reading expert opinions 
that this beer would be intoxicating. Forty-five of the 48 
states have ratified the federal amendment. Only three small 
states remain in the wet column, Rhode Island, Connecticut 
and New Jersey. This is more than a protest against the 
saloon. T h e  people are determined to get rid of the entire 
evil. 

Palmer and Hamer made brief telling speeches against 
2 per cent. Palmer was proud of the state of his birth 
-Michigan-where the people by a majority of 90,000 had 
voted bone-dry-no alcohol a t  all. 

Guilford: "I am opposed to this amendment. I t  is an 
attempt to open up a question that has been settled. Con- 
gress says % of 1 per cent. I n  Alaska no alcohol at  all. I n  
District of Columbia not more than 1 per cent. The  people 
of Minnesota, by more than 16,000 majority, voted dry, and 
that vote didn't mean 2 per cent beer which contains almost 
as  much alcohol as what has been sold for the past two 
years. 

Sageng closed the debate. H e  insisted that small brew- 
eries would start up everywhere to  make and sell to  consumers 
a t  yholesale. T h e  people have spoken. Le t  the verdict re- 
mam. Don't open the back door and let in an evil almost 
as bad as the saloon. Two per cent beer will create an 
appetite. The  beer now soId, which the country has voted 
out is only 2.75 per cent bulk. This so-called 2 per cent 
beer by weight is 2.54 per cent by bulk. What  a small dif- 
ference. 

Schmechel offered an amendment that would permit any 
priest, pastor, o r  minister of any church to purchase wine 
for  sacramental purposes from outside the state. H e  wanted 
them to be able to  get the "pure stuff." This was agr,eed 
to by all parties. Two per cent was killed by a vote of 
27 for, 39 against, as follows: 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Baldwin, 
Bessette, 
Bonniwell, 
Boylan, 
Brooks, 
Callahan, 
Carley, 

Those whc 
Adams, 
Benson, 
Blomgren, 
Cashel, 

Conroy, 
Devold, 
Dwyer, 
Fowler, 
Handlan, 
Kingsbury, 
Kuntz, 

, voted in the 
Cliff, 
Coleman, 
Cosgrove, 
Cumming, 

Loonam, 
McGarry, 
Millett, 
Nord, 
Rask, 
Reed, 
Ribenack, 

negative were: 
Denegre, 
Erickson, 
Gandrud, 
Gillam, 

Rockne, 
Romberg.. -, 
Stepan, 
Sullivan, J.D., 
Van Hoven. 
Vibert. 

Gjerset, 
Gooding, 
Guilford, 
Hall. 
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Hamer, Lee, Palmer, Swanson, 
Hegnes, Lindsley, Peterson, Turnham, 
H ~ P P ,  Madigan, Putnam, Ward, 
Jack_son, Naplin, Sageng, Widell, 
Johnson, Nolan, Schmechel, Wold. 
Larson, Orr, Sullivan,G.H., 

Senator Anderson had been excused on account of sick- 
ness. 

Ward had voted in committee for 2 per cent beer but 
voted against it on this roll call. 

George H. Sullivan, for  12 years wet leader, voted no. 
His  county voted dry last November. 

The  House bill then passed with only eleven votes against 
it. Bessette, Bonniwell, Boyland, Callahan, ~Conroy, Dwyer, 
Kingsbury, Kuntz, Loonam, Sullivan, J. D., Van Hoven. 

This ends the contest of many years for a dry state. 
No. the contest is not ended. 
  he law is passed. 
The  legalized saloon and the liquor traffic are  outlawed. 
Tha t  is all. Enforcement is now the problem. 

ANOTHER- CONTEST. 

Another great contest is yet unfinished-the educational 
contest-the contest to teach the people how to so live that 
they shall be free from the craving for stimulants. 

Getting rid of the saloon with its ever-present tempta- 
tion to the young and thoughtless will do much; but merely 
prohibiting an evil never yet  cured it. 

Not until children are well born, with pure blood and 
strong constitutions,-not until they are reared thru infancy, 
childhood and youth with clean, strong bodies, clear-thinking 
minds and high ideals-not until people learn the importance 
of plain, wholesome food, pure air to  breathe, clear water to 
drink,-not until the fathers and mothers and their medical 
and spiritual advisers learn to cast out stimulants, narcotics, 
drugs and appetizers of every sort and kind, and rely on 
plain, simple living, will the day of real temperance dawn 
in the world. 

Evils Tha t  Lead t o  Craving. 
Tea and coffee and highly spiced foods are frequently 

given to young children. 
Cheap candies and soda fountain slop extend and in- 

tensify the craving among school children, whose lives are 
pitched to a key of intense excitement. Then tobacco comes 
in to  help. 

Our entire civilization, with its unnatural conditions of 
poverty and luxury, of grinding drudgery and luxurious idle- 
ness,all based on privilege for a few and lack of opportunity 
for the many,-all these make the prospect for real intelli- 
gent sobriety look dark and doubtful. 

But education has done much and intelligent study will 
do the rest. 

T h e  doctors must be educated away from their drugs 
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and dope, the ministers and priests from their fermented 
wine, and the ignorant f rom their patent medicines. 

No, the day of real sobriety is not here yet, but it is 
coming rapidly, and the forces that have done so much to 
rid the world of the drink evil ought to be powerful agents 
for the new education. 

C H A P T E R  XVI. 
MEDICAL MATTERS. 

T h e  Chiropractors. 
For  many years the Chiropractors have been asking to 

be permitted to practice their profession on the same terms 
as  other schools of healing. 

I t  is hard for a new idea to gain recognition from gov- 
ernment. 

Governments are naturally very conservative; and, tho 
they are based on the idea of equal rights to  all, it is pretty 
hard for new methods to get the necessary legislative action 
to let them in on the same terms with those that are al- 
ready in. - 

For  a long time the Allopaths were the only doctors who 
had the legal right to  practice. 

Then, after a most bitter contest, the Homeopaths were 
permitted to use their knowledge legally in ministering to 
the sick. 

But Osteopaths and Chiropractors were still outside the 
pale and were persecuted, arrested and imprisoned for the 
"crime" of healing the sick "without license." 

Later the Osteopaths proved that their methods cured 
far more patients than the regulars did, and the door was 
opened to them. 

About this time the courts began to rule that the Chiro- 
practors, Christian Scientists and others were not "practicing 
medicine" in that they did not "administer drugs"; so  the 
persecution mostly ceased, tho within a year or two, a few 
have been arrested here and there. 

Very many people testify to the good results from 
treatment by these healers who do not give drugs, but who 
get results. 

And now the Chiropractors have gained full legal 
rights. They are no longer "criminals" when they heal the 
sick and cure the halt and lame. 

Thursday, March 6th, their bill passed the Senate with 
only two votes against it-Coleman and Widell. 

The  bill had passed the House February 10, with only 
Dilley against it. 

County Boards of Health. 
I n  strong contrast to  this liberal measure was the bill 

"for an act to establish County Board of Health" to author- 
ize them to appoint county physicians and county dentists 
and to levy taxes for the support thereof. 

This bill aroused intense and widespread opposition. 
The  Christian Scientists, the Homeopaths, the Osteopaths 
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and all others outside the regulars, filled the House cham- 
ber and the galleries a t  a public hearing to enter their protest. 

First, they claimed that the ,bill would result in the ap- 
pointment of only Allopaths to  these positions and objected 
especially to  the provision that  all these county physicians 
and dentists must be approved by the state board of health, 
before they could enter upon their duties. 

Second, thev contended that  the powers granted were 
too sweeping anh autocratic. 

Third, that  their powers of taxation-1 mill on the dollar 
of valuation-would give them, in some counties a t  least, an  
enormous fund, far in excess of any possible needs, in Hen- 
nepin county more than $200,000. 

Henry Deutsch, representingthe Christian Scientists, 
was the first speaker, and before he had gone more than 
about half way thru the bill, its sponsors, Warner  in the 
House and Swanson in the Senate. offered to withdraw the 
bill, saying they had not drawn it. and had given i t  only 
cursory study. They did not realize its objectionable features 
and would not vote for it. 

Thus ended the attempt of what was called "the inner 
ring of the American Medical Association" to foist its "iron- 
clad monopoly" on the people of Minnesota. 

As  one opponent put it. "The people must be constantly 
on the alert against the attenlpts of that ring of medical 
politicians to establish a tyrannical medical autocracy as  bad 
as anything the Kaiser had ever put over." 

"What the people really need a t  the head of their health 
departments is a class of men or  women, who are students 
of the laws of health-not givers of drugs and serums. 

"Teach the people hygiene, dietetics, the importance of 
fresh air and exercise, and the conservation of their vital 
forces, and the drug givers and operators will then have very 
little business." 

A new bill with all the objectionable features amended 
out was introduced into the Senate hut was killed in com- 
mittee. 

Curbing the Medics. 
Later came a measure "to prohibit compulsory medical 

examinations and treatment, including dental and surgical," 
without personal consent or  "the consent of parents or  
guardians, and prescribing remcdies against and penalties 
for, violation thereof." 

This  bill, introduced into the House by Mr. Rodenberg. 
was given a public hearing Thursday evening, March 27, and 
the capitol was packed almost to suffocation with men and 
women from all over the state who had come to urge its 
passage. 

Tuesday morning, April 1, it came up for final passage, 
and a most vigorous attempt was made to kill it. 

Corning declared that he believed in medical freedom 
and all other freedom that does not interfere with public 
welfare. 
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BUT 
"This bill takes all power away from the health authori- 

ties over contagious and infectious diseases." 
Adams thought it would relieve all children from scho6l 

attendance. 
Rodenberg and Hompe explained that all the bill was 

intended to do was to recognize the personal rights of adults 
and the rights of parents to their children. 

The  state must conform its health regulations to these 
principles. 

First of all, the child belongs to its parents, and men and 
women belong to themselves. 

Rodenberg quoted the Declaration of Independence to 
show that governments are  established to protect these per- 
sonal rights, and whenever they fail to  do so it is not democ- 
racy but Prussianism and tyranny. 

As finally amended and passed, its sponsors claimed that 
it would in no way unduly hamper the work of school nurses 
or health officers in the performance of their proper duties; 
but it would protect personal rights. 

Harrison insisted that it  would curb, and ought to  curb, 
"the tyrannical usurpations of the state health department 
under Dr. Bracken." 

Levin declared that all the bill proposed to do was t o  
permit people to  choose their own doctors for themselves 
and their children. 

Hammer insisted that the child had no power to decide 
for itself. "Shall we allow the parents to  decide or  the regu- 
larly constituted authorities?" H e  pleaded for the same 
governmental control as in war. "The same principle should 
apply as  in the draft." 

Eighty-one voted for the bill. 
Anderson, 
Arens, 
Arneson. 
Bandixea, 
Bernard, 
Bovck, 
Boyd, 
B r iggs, 
Rrophey, 
Burdorf, 
Burrows, 
Cullum, 
Curtis, 
Day, 
Dilley, 
Enger, 
Enstrom, 
Fawcett, 
Flahaven, 
Frisch, 
Girling, 

Gleason, 
Green, H.  M., 
Harrison, 
Herreid, 
Hodapp, 
Hompe, 
Noward, 
Hulbert, 
Johnson, 
Kelly, 
Kingsley, 
Lang, 
Laudzrdale, 
Lennon, A. L., 
Leonard, 
Levin, 
Long, 
M cGrath, 
McLau,ghlin, 
McPartlin, 
Manske, 

Miner, 
Murphy, 
Nelson, J. M., 
Neuman, 
Nimocks, 
Nordgren, 
Nordlin. 
Norton, 
Oren, 
Pedersen, 
Perry, 
Pittinger, 
Praxel, 
Rodenberg, 
Ross, 
Ryan, 
Scherf, 
Serline, 
Siegel, 
Skaiem, 
Sliter, 

Solem, 
Sortedahl, 
Spelbrink. 
Stahlke, 
Strand, 
Sudheimer, 
Swanson, J., 
Swanson,S. J., 
Tcigen, 
Tborkelson, 
Trowbridge, 
J7Jarner, 
Waters, 
IV elch, 
West,  
Wicklund, 
Wilkinson, 
Mr. Speaker. 
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The  forty-five who voted in the negative were: 
Adams, Erickson, Jacobson, Rako, 
Baxter, Gill, Lee, Schaleben, 
Rerve, Gislason, C. M. McGivern, Shanks, 
Carlson, C,islason,J. B., Aloen, Shirley, 
Chirhart, Goodspeed, Nelson, C. N., Sluke, 
Christensen,A, Grant, Nett, Smith, 
Christianson,T., Hale, Oberg, Swenson,O.A., 
Corning, Hammer, Olson, Urness, 
Darby, Haugland, Parker, Wicker. 
PeLury, Hinds, Pattison, 
Dorweiler, Hitchcock, Prince, 
Emmons, Holmquist, Putnam, 

Galewski, Iverson and J. G. Lennon were absent, ex- 
cused, and T. J. Greene did not vote. 

Several of those voting in the negative feared the act 
would interfere with legitimate school work. 

The  bill died on the Senate calendar. 

DO GERMS CAUSE DISEASE? 
DR. FRAZER'S CHALLENGE. 

As illustrating the trend of thought along lines relating 
to disease, its cause and prevention, the following extracts 
from an article denying that germs cause disease, from the 
pen of Dr. John B. Frazer, M. D., C. M., of Toronto, is worth 
considering: 

The  first experiment made was taking fifty thousand 
diphtheria germs in water, and after a few days suspense 
and no sign of the disease it was considered that the danger 
had passed. 

I n  the second experiment one hundred and fifty thousand 
diphtheria germs were used in milk, and again no signs of 
diphtheria appeared. 

I n  the third experiment over one million diphtheria 
germs were used in food without producing any sign of the 
disease. 

I n  the fourth experiment millions of diphtheria 
germs were swabbed over the tonsils and soft palate, under 
the tongue, and in the nostrils, and still no evidence of the 

. disease was discernible. As these results were very satis- 
factorv it  was decided to test out some other kind of germs. 
A seriks of tests were made with pneumonia germs inwhich  
millions of germs were used in milk, water, bread, potatoes. 
meat, etc., and although persistent efforts were made to 
coax them to develop absolutely no sign of the disease ap- 
peared. 

Another series of painstaking experiments was carried 
out with typhoid germs, especial care being taken to infect 
distilled water, natural.milk (not pasteurized), bread, meat, 
fish, potatoes, etc., etc., with millions of the most vigorous 
germs that could be incubated, and but for  the knowledge that 
they had been taken, one would have known nothing about it. 

Another series of tests were made with the dreaded 
meningitis germs, and as  the germs are believed to develop 
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mainly in the mucus membranes of the nostrils, especial 
pains were taken to swab millions of the germs over the floor 
and sides of the nostrils, into the turbinated sinuses, over the 
tonsils, under the tongue, and back of the throat. I n  addi- 
tion t o  these tests other tests were made in food and drink- 
millions of germs in each case, and yet  no trace of the disease 
appeared. 

The  experiments with tuberculosis germs were carried 
out in a different way-more time was given between the 
experiments so as  to  Bllow the germs to develop; for clinical 
evidence has shown that  this disease may remain latent, o r  
imperfectly developed for months. Consequently it  meant 
months of watching and waiting before one could be posi- 
tive that the germs would not develop. 

Here again millions of germs were used in water, milk, 
and food of various kinds; every facility was given for the 
germs to develop as  far as  time and virility, numbers, and 
variety of food and drink was concerned; and as  almost five 
years has elapsed since the experiment with T. B. began and 
no evidence of the disease has appeared I think we are justi- 
fied in the belief that the germs are  harmless. I n  addition 
to  those experiments combinations of germs were used, such 
as  typhoid and pneumonia, meningitis and typhoid, pneu- 
monia and d i~hther ia .  etc.. etc.. but no evidence of disease 
followed. 

During the years 1914-15-16-17-18 over one hundred and 
fifty experiments were carried out carefully and scientifically 
and yet absolutely no signs of disease followed. Bearing in 
mind these undoubted facts the question has been asked, 
"What effect would it have on the health, comfort and ~ o c k e t  
of our citizens, if the germ theory was discarded today?" 

Now in view of the indisputable fact that  germs can be 
taken with impunity, and the comfort and health of the 
phblic is a t  stake, we offer the following: 

OPEN CHALLENGE 

W e  hereby challenge any State Board of Health in the 
United States, or Provincial Board sf Health in Canada, t o  
test out the danger of typhoid, diphtheria, tuberculosis, men- 
ingitis or pneumonia germs in air, food, water o r  milk; but  
ask for two provisos, viz., that the germs be fresh, vigorous 
and true to  name; and the tests be open to the public. 

C H A P T E R  XVII.  

THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 
If the early settlers of Minnesota had been as  wise as are 

the people of today, what a wonderful heritage they might 
have saved for their children and others of a later genera- 
tion! 

Instead of protecting the timber forests and conserving 
them for the use of the people for all coming generations, 
they permitted them to be exploited for the benefit of a few 
lumbermen, who cut out the best of the pine and left the 
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slashings to furnish fuel for forest fires that destroyed mil- 
lions upon millions of dollars' worth of growing timber. 

I n  many cases the lumbermen did not even pay the small 
taxes imposed by the state; but, having stripped the land of 
its timber, they allowed it  to revert to  the state for unpaid 
taxes. 

IRON ORE. 
No one thought in those early days, that northern Minne- 

sota contained any iron, much less that here were the richest 
mines in the world; so no provision was made for securing 
these mineral rights for the state and the people. 

The minerals went with the land and the timber and the , 

people lost their heritage. 
No provision even was made, for retaining title to  such 

lands as  had reverted to  the state for non-payment of taxes; 
so that, when iron was found, the title owners came back 
and paid up just so much of their delinquent taxes as  would 
protect their ownership, and thus become the owners of the 
iron ore deposited there by Nature in the making of the 
w8rld. 

Surely our early settlers took little thought for those who 
were to come after them. 

H o w  much better is hindsight than foresight! 

WHAT IS LEFT? 
The folly of the fathers should be the wisdom of the 

sons. 
There is no use in wasting time weeping over their mis- 

takes. 
There is much that may yet be done. 

THE FORESTS. 
Whatever forests still belong to the state should be care- 

fully conserved. 
The  land should not be sold; and only such timber should 

be cut as  will grow less valuable with time. 
The  principles of forestry that are so successfully ap- 

plied in the older countries should be studied and adapted 
to our needs. 

Much privately owned timber land has reverted to  the 
state for failure to pay taxes. All such land should become 
the permanent property of the state, to  be added to the 
state forests. This  would require some changes in the 
laws relating to redemption from tax sales. 

I t  would be wise for the state to condemn and take over 
such of the privately owned lands as are only fit for reforests- 
tion. 

FIRE PROTECTION. 
I n  connection with forestry a better system of fire pro- 

tection should be established. 
All who cut timber should be required to burn their 

slashings a t  a time when it will not endanger the surrounding 
forest. 



All engines hauling trains thru the forests should be re- 
quired to  use spark arresters, and should not be permitted 
to  drop cinders where they can s tar t  fires. 

An acreage tax should be levied on all lands protected 
to meet the expense of maintaining the fire service. 

The  settlers would be glad to pay this tax and the specu- 
lators should be forced to pay. Of course the state shoul.! 
pay the s a m e  per acre for protection of its lands. 

PEAT LANDS. 
No peat lands that belong to the state should be sold. 

. They may be worth millions in time if they are kept for the 
benefit of all instead of being sold for little or nothing to 
private speculators. 

SWAMP LANDS. 
The great stretches of swamp lands should not be 

drained until needed for use. 
They are very valuable as reservoirs to hold b.ack the 

waters and let them out slowly for the benefit of water 
power and navigation. 

MINERAL RIGHTS. 
I t  is now the policy of the state to reserve all mineral 

rights. 
But this is not enough. 
Private owners of large tracts of timber and cther lands 

are selling the surface to settlers and reserving all tninera~ 
D rights. Then in many cases, when the state taxes these re- 

served rights, the taxes are not paid. The  rights revert to the 
state, but the state does not really get them. If any minerals 
are discovered, the delinquents then come in, pay up what 
they must, and again become the owners. A slight change in 
the laws could provide that the state shall become the owner 
of these mineral rights, in one or  two years after failure to  
pay taxes. 

This would be much better for the settler who owns the 
surface rights than under the present system. 

The  vital thing is that the minerals should become the 
permanent property of the people of the state. 

NapIin and Day Introduce Bills. 
Senator Naplin and Representative Day introduced bills 

providing for forfeiture to the state of these reserved mineral 
rights, after taxes had been delinquent for three years. The  
bill did not pass. 

The  time should ,be made shorter yet, and the bill enacted 
into law. 

WATER POWER. 
There is vast water power still held by the state, and 

* it is the policy not to sell. 
This policy should be continued and extended thru proper 

plans for drainage and flood control. 
In  this way vast additions could be made to the available 
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water power of the state and utilized to  furnish cheap light 
and power. 

Northern Minnesota is perhaps the most wonderful land 
of lakes and streams, of swamps and peat beds to  be found 
anywhere in the world. 

H o w  vitally important it is that these resources be con- - 
served and developed-not wasted! 

Millions of acres in northern Minnesota act as  a great 
sponge, absorbing and holding the waters and letting them 
flow out gradually, rather than in disastrous floods. 

One of the greatest problems in statesmanship is in- 
volved in the question: "How to handle drainage and flood 
control so as to secure the following results": 

First, to  drain such lands, and only such, as  can be util- 
ized for immediate settlement. 

Second, to  leave the swamps and peat beds to  retain the 
waters and act as natural reservoirs. 

Third, to so manage natural basins and watersheds as 
to make each one a drainage unit. 

Within each of these drainage basins the following ob- 
jects should be sought: 

1. An outlet must be provided, wide and deep enough 
for whatever amount of water must be carried away. This  
will often make it necessary to  deepen and straighten the 
lower reaches of the stream. 

2. T h e  upper waters must be impounded and prevented 
from coming down in floods to  overflow the lower lands. 
This will require dams and reservoirs in many cases to  hold 
back the upper waters. 

3. Valuable peat deposits should not be drained, unless 
they are a part of a system that must be treated as  a whole. 
Otherwise they are likely to be burned out, not only with 
great loss in the destruction of peat. but with great damage 
to surrounding forests or settlements. 

4. The  entire drainage basin must be handled as  a unit, 
not only as  an engineering project, but also as a financial en- 
terprise. The  lands that are benefited must be assessed t o  
pay for the damages and costs. 

If this policy can be carried out intelligently, it will not 
only be self-supporting, but will be a very valuable invest- 
ment. 

The  dams erected to  impound the waters will provide 
considerable water power, that can be used to generate elec- 
tricity to furnish cheap light, heat and power for the people 
of the drainage basin and perhaps more. The  reservoirs can 
be used as breeding places for vast quantities of food fish. 

And, finally, the impounded waters can he allowed +o 
flow out in such a way as  to maintain navigation on the larger 
streams lower down. 

Such a plan,, carried out effectively, will mean millions 
to the people of Minnesota in addition to covering the entire 
cost of the projects. 
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T o  accomplish these results there should be one central 
head, a con~missioner of drainage, to  advise and unify the 
various systems. H e  should be a man of broad vision, good 
common sense, and absolute honesty. H e  need not be given \ 

very great legal powers. 
I n  the case of *each drainage-district, the initiative should 

come from the resident land owners. Non-residents should 
have no legal voice in the matter except to pay their share of 
the expenses. 

Any profits arising from the sale of fish, water power, 
etc., should go to the state, as  the direct benefits to the land 
owners are sure to be equal to, o r  perhaps far in excess of, 
all the costs. 

There is another and very important reason why there 
should be a central head for our drainage system. 

The  northern part of Minnesota is really the great roof 
of North America. Here is the watershed separating the 
streams that go  south to the Gulf of Mexico, north to Hud- 
son's Bay and east down the Great Lakes and the St. T2aw- 
rence to the Atlantic Ocean. 

Here on this "roof of the wbrld" is the greater part of 
the vast sponge composed of swamps and peat beds whose 
waters, slowly oozing away, serve to keep up navigation 
during the dry season. 

The  dra'inage and conservation of the waters of this "rsof 
of the world" must be managed as  a whole and not by town- 
ships, or counties, o r  judicial districts. 

I n  1917 Representative Green and Mr. Cliff, then not a 
Senator, devoted much time trying to solve these problems, 
but that legislature failed to do much. 

At  the election of 1918 Cliff was elected to  the Sen'tte 
and his ideas were embodied in the House Drainage Com- 
mittee bill, and was championed by Mr. Neuman, chairman 
of that committee. 

Like all first attempts, this bill conferred too much power 
on the central authority to  meet the approval of the majority 
of the House and was defeated April 4th by a considerable 
majority. 

T h e  House then passed with only five opposing votes the 
bill offered by Christianson, Swenson and J. B. Gisla;on, 
which merely authorizes investigation, study and recommen- 
dation to the legislature as  to the projects for drainage and 
flood control that should be undertaken. 

This bill and the Cliff bill were later merged into a :>ill 
that passed both houses. 

The  drainage commissioner is to  have a general advisory 
supervision over local drainage projects. 

The  beneficial possibilities to the people of a compre- 
hensive plan of drainage and flood control covering the en- 
tire state are almost beyond comprehension. 

Millions of acres of rich lands can be drained and fitted 
for settlement. 

Dams should be built to  hold back the waters and avert 
spring floods and create an enormous water power. 
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The  floods of the Minuesota and Red Rivers can 11e 
prevented, thus saving millions of dollars of damages every 
year. 

Every home and store, every shop and factory, eve-y 
school and church and public hall, could be heated and 
lighted, and power could be generated for use in every way 
needed by the manifold activities of man; and all this a t  a 
cost so small as to  appear a. mere bagatelle compared to the 
present expense. 

The benefited lands should pay the costs, but great care 
must be taken to make the awards for benefits and damages 
fair and in harmony with the legal principle that the asseis- 
ments must not exceed the benefits. 

GAME AND FISH. 
With her wealth of forests, waters, lakes and streams, 

Minnesota is one of the richest states in the union in her wild 
game and fish. 

Millions of pounds of fish are caught each year by the 
commercial fishermen and sold both in and out of the state. 

Prices to consumers have usually ranged fairly low, but 
of late have been increasing. 

During the war, Carlos Avery, Game and Fish Conmi.;- 
sioner, engaged quite extensively in taking fish principally 
from Red Lake. These fish were sold to the people thru 
selected dealers who were restricted to a very small profit. 
The surplus was shipped and sold wherever a market could 
be found. 

The  commercial fish companies s t ra lg ly  objected to this, 
claiming that it was establishing a bad precedent for the state 
to compete with private business. 

Just why the state ought nqt to find a market for its 
surplus fish they did not explain: 

A bill to authorize Mr. Avery to continue these fishing 
operations passed both houses unanimously in spite o f  the 
opposition of the commercial fishermen. 

The  game and fish laws of the state were also an~ended,  
improved and codified. 

GOOD ROADS. 
Without roads civilization is inlpossible. Among the 

lowest savages some sort of roads are found necessary. In-  
deed, even the lower animals have always had their common 
paths leadiug to their drinking places, to their salt licks, 
connecting one part of the jungle with another, radiating 
from their dens into the wilderness, where they go  to seek 
their prey, or from one pasture to another. 

Necessity has always been the mother of invention, and 
when a thing is really needed, its production is never long 
delayed. 1 

So the roads of the world have improved just as  the 
needs of the people have grown. 

The  invention and general use of the automobile has 
made it very important that all parts of the country be con- 
nected with hard surfaced highways. 
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T o  meet this demand State Highway Commissioner Bab- 
cock devised a general plan of state highways, reaching all 
county seats and connecting every part of the state with 
every other part. 

T h e  entire plan, in all its details, must be submitted to  
the people a t  the next election in the form of a constitutional 
amendment, and in order to carry and become effective, it 
must receive a clear majority of all the votes polled a t  the 
election-not a majority of those voting on the question- 
but a majority of all those who vote a t  the election a t  all 
for any candidates o r  any amendments. 

This is a hard thing to do, and once adopted, it would 
be equally hard to amend. 

McGarry Fathers the Bill. 
The  bill was introduced into the Senate by Mr. McGarry, - 

who pushed it with his characteristic energy and determi- 
nation, until i t  was safely thru both houses. 

Financing the Plan. 
I t  is proposed to meet the entire cost of this system of  

main hard surfaced highways by taxes on automobiles. 
At  first bonds are to  be issued to get the d o n e y  to pay 

for the roads. Then the bonds, principal and interest, are to  
be paid off thru these automobile taxes. 

Not more than $10,000,000' in bonds can be issued -ic 
any one year, and not more than $75,000,000 may be out- 
standing a t  any one time. As soon as the bonds reach this 
limit, no more can be issued until the total amount falls 
below the limit of $75,000,000. 

What  Will Be the Results. 
First, the direct result will be a complete network of 

main state roads, built in the shortest possible time. 
Second, it will encourage the building of county and 

township roads to connect the remotest county districts with 
these trunk highways. 

Third, there will be several indirect results. 
Over 3,000,000 Acres of State Owned Lands. 

Ex-Senator O'Neil says that these roads will double the 
price of land in every part of the state reached by them; and 
yet it is proposed to meet the entire cost of paying the bonds, 
principal and interest, by taxing automobiles. 

Shouldn't these benefited lands be assessed for a t  least 
a part of the cost? 

If the automobiles are used for business purposes, ,then 
the tax will be put over onto the consumer, who is already 
paying more than his share of the expenses of government. 

Of course, some of the owners of these benefited lands 
will also be the owners of automobiles, and will thus pay 
a part of the benefit they receive; but much of the benefited 
lands are owned by non-residents and other speculators and 
they will get the benefit without being directly taxed a cent 
to  ,build the roads that will double the value of their lands. 
However, these lands having been doubled in value or  more, 
will be placed on the assessment rolls a t  the higher valuation. 
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If now, the buildings, improvements, crops, stock, ma- 
chinery, etc., of the actual farmers and producers should be 
exempt from taxation and the land values alone assessed, as  
is the case in the Canadian northwest, then the taxes would 
be more fair on all, and the non-resident speculator would 
pay more nearly what they ought. 

Again, with the main roads paid for by the automobile ' 

tax, more money will be available from the land taxes to  
build the local roads. 

So far as the automobile owners themselves are con- 
cerned, they, too, will be substantially benefited, for it is quite 
certain that they will save more in wear and tear and in cost 
of repairs than the taxes on their machines. 

But after all, the land speculators will get away with the 
big end of the profit, as they always will till we recognize 
that all socially created land value belongs to all the people. 

This Amendment was passed by the Senate, February 
% 

13th, after having been amended so as  to add many more 
routes, with only Senators Lee, Loonam and Napl i i~vot ing  
in the negative. 

T h e  cext  day the House passed the bill with only seven 
negative votes-Burdorf, Enstrom, Flahaven, Gislason, C. M., 
Skaiem, Thorkelson, Urness. 

Good roads are one of the best investments that any 
people can make. 

Whether they advance the cause of democracy and equal 
opportunity or not will depend on the wisdom with which 
we solve the questions of taxation, public utilities, market- 
ing, education, and other things that make up our civilization. 
I t  is entirely possible to  have a very high degree of civiliza- 
tion of a certain sort without having democracy or justice, 
but such civilizations never last. Any lasting and permanent 
civilization must be built on freedom, equal political rights 
and equal industrial opportunity. 

Other important road bills were passed. The  one that 
aroused the most opposition permits the County Commis- 
sioners, by unanimous vote, to bond the county for $250,000 
to improve state roads without submitting the question to 
the people. 

This bill passed the House March 13, 84 to 35. 
T h e  35 who voted in the negative were: 

Anderson, Green, H.  M., Manske, Sluke, 
Arneson, Hale, Miner, Spelbrink, 
Baxter, Haugland, Moen, Stahlke, 
Burdorf, H o ~ ~ P P ,  Nelson, J. M., Teigen, 
Christianson,T., Holmquist, Nordlin, Thorkelson, 
Darby, Hompe, Olson, Urness, 
Day, Iverson, Prince, Welch, 
Flahaven, Kelly, Putnam, Wilkinson. 
Gislason, C. M. Lagersen, Skaiem, 

There were 12 who did not vote: Berve, Brophey, Lee, 
J, G. Lennon, McGrath, Norton, Oren, Rodenberg, Sliter, 
S. J. Swanson, Sudhheimer and Wicklund. All others voted -- 
Yes,  

The Senate amended so t h z  four-fifths of the County 
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Commissioners could bond for $125,000 without a vote of the 
people. I t  passed the Senate April 4, 43 t o  14. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Adams, Devold, Kuntz, Reed, 
Baldwin, Erickson, Lindsley, Ribenack, 
Bessette, Fowler, McGarry, Stepan, 
Boylan, Gandrud, Madigan, Sullivan,G.H., 
Brooks, Gooding, Millett, Sullivan, J.D., 
Carley, Guilford, Nolan, Swanson, 
Cliff, Hall, Nord, Turnham, 
Coleman, Hamer, Orr, Van Hoven, 
Cosgrove, Handlan, Palmer, ' Vibert, 
Cumming, Hegnes, Putnarn, Ward. 
Denegre, Kingsbury, Rask, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Blomgren, Gjerset, Loonam, Sageng, 
Bonniwell, Hopp, Peterson, Schmechel. 
Cashel, Johnson, Rockne, 
Gillam, Lee, Romberg, 

The  objection to this bill is that it permits 'bonds to be 
issued without a vote of the people. 

When it  came back from the Senate so amended, it was 
very hard to get the necessary 66 votes to concur in the 
Senate amendments, but finally 67 votes were secured with 
48 against. 

Those who voted in the affirmative were: 
Adams, Galewski, McLaughlin, Scherf, 
Bernard, Gill, McPartlin, Serline, 
Bouck, Girling, Murphy, Siegel, 
Boyd, Gleason, Nelson, C. N., Shanks, 
Briggs, Grant, Neuman, Sliter, 
Burrows, Greene, T. J., Nordgren, Smith, ' 
Chirhart, Hammer, Parker, Solem, 
Christensen,A., Herreid, Pattisbn, Sortedahl, 
Corning, Hinds, Pedersen, Strand, 
Curtis, Hitchcock, Perry, Sudheimer, 
DeLury, Howard, Pittenger, Swanson, J., 
Dilley, Hulbert, Praxel, Swenson,O.A., 

.Dorweiler, Kingsley, Rako, Trowbridge, 
Enger, L a w ,  Rodenberg, Warner, 
Erickson, Lauderdale, Ross, Waters, 
Fawcett, Leonard, Ryan, West. 
Frisch, Levin, Shaleben, 

Those who voted in the negative were: 
Anderson, Flahaven, Kelly, Skaiem, 
Arens, Gislason, C. M. Lagersen, Sluke, 
Arneson, Gislason, J. B., Lee, Spelbrink, 
Baxter, Green, H. M., Manske, Stahlke, 
Bendixen, Hale, Moen, Swanson,S.J., 
Berve, Haugland, Nelson, J. M., Teigen, 
Burdorf, Hodapp, Nett. Thorkelson, 
Carlson, Holmquist, Nordlin, Urness, 
Christianson,T., Hompe, Olson, Welch, 
nay ,  rverson, Prince, Wicker, 
Emmons, Jacobson, Putnam, Wicklund, 
Enstrom, Johnson, Shirley, Wilkinson, 










